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NON-CULTIVATING OWNERS

From the very designation it is obvious that much of the essen-
tial cost of production of the three producing classes finds its way
into the pockets of V his section of the rural population. The
gross income of this section comes from the land tilled with
hired labour, from the rent charged from the bargadars, the paid
off inter^t of the 3 above classes of producers, as also from the
rent of the cultivating owners. Taking all these together their
gross income comes up to 25-32 crores of rupees during 1937-42
(Table 4). But as this class is essentially a non-producing class
their gross income undergoes a much smaller reduction.

Including the revenue, the labour charges and other costs of
duction, and the interest paid off by this class as a whoIeT the
net income for the non-cultivating owners comes up to 20-30
crores of rupees ; their percentage of the gross being as follows :

Year                              Net income as %

of gioss

1937-38                             ....       87.2

1938-39                             ....       86.6

193940                             ....       88.8

1940-41                             ....       86.8

1941-42                             ....       89.5

1942-43                             ....       89.2

Thus their net income was from 86-90% of the gross in-
come, showing some increase during 1941 and 1942. This factor
is effectively glossed over when jotedars and landowners complain
of the huge losses they are sustaining from a rise in price of
other commodities. It is true that for cultivating owners and
other sections for whom cost of production is a heavy item rise
in price is forcing them to lower and lower economic conditions
but for the non-cultivating owners this is hardly making any
difference. I mean here, of course, the rise in price of articles
needed in production.

Where does the comparative position of the 3 classes stand
today? Tables 1(1); 1(2); 1(3); 1(4) together sum up the com-
parative position as regards rate of exploitation, distribution in
relation to the population and the relation to the gross income.
The Land Revenue Commission distributed the area tilled in
Bengal as follows :